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REMARKS 

The rejection of claims 1-6 under 35 U.S.C. § 102(b) as anticipated by U.S. Patent No. 
6,841,741 (Kajiyama) is presented for review. 

Advisory Action 

The Examiner's Advisory Action mailed September 1, 2005 states that an amendment 
proposed and filed by the Applicants after the final rejection will not be entered because it 
raises a new issue that requires further consideration and/or search. See Advisory Action at 
box 3(a) and 3(d). However, no amendment was proposed after the final rejection was made. 
The Advisory Action did not give a proper basis for maintaining the rejection of May 25, 
2005. 

Rejection under 35 U.S.C. § 102 

Claims 1-6 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 102(b) as being anticipated by Kajiyama. 
The rejection should be withdrawn because the prior art does not disclose, teach, or suggest 
the claimed invention. For example, Kajiyama does not teach a load support member 
connected to the rail bracket, as called for in claims 1 and 6. Nor does Kajiyama teach a load 
support member "wherein the load support member is a belt-shaped flat member with a U- 
shaped center portion fixed to the rail bracket by a stopper pin that extends through both the 
center portion and the holes in the sidewalls" of the rail bracket, as called for in claims 1 and 
6. 

The Examiner contends that Kajiyama discloses both a rail bracket and a load support 
member. However, the Examiner's position is incorrect because Kajiyama only discloses a 
rail bracket. 

Kajiyama teaches a seat weight measuring apparatus that includes a base 21, an arm 
61, a load sensor 51, and a rail bracket 35. (See U.S. Patent No. 6,841,741 at Figure 1 and 
column 7, lines 2-7, 56-67). The Office Action states that the upper plate 36 of the rail 
bracket 35 is the load support member. (See Office Action at page 2, lines 20-21). However, 
the upper plate 36 of the rail bracket 35 is not a belt-shaped flat member with a U-shaped 
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center portion. Nor is the upper plate 36 connected to the rail bracket 35 because the upper 
plate 36 is an integrated part of the rail bracket 35. Nor is the upper plate 36 of Kajiyama 
fixed to the rail bracket 35 by the stopper pin 24 because the upper plate is part of the rail 
bracket 35 and therefore cannot be fixed to the rail bracket, as called for in the claims. 

The Office Action also states more generally that the rail bracket 35 is the load 
support member. (See Office Action at page 2, lines 22-23). Claims 1 and 6 call for two 
separate elements, "a load support member" connected to "a u-shaped bracket." Kajiyama 
only discloses a rail bracket 35 and does not disclose a separate load support member. Claims 
1 and 6 further call for the load member to be fixed to the rail bracket by a stopper pin. As 
mentioned above, Kajiyama does not disclose a load support member separate from the rail 
bracket. Thus, it is axiomatic that Kajiyama does not disclose the load support member fixed 
to the rail bracket 35 by a stopper pin. Thus, for at least this additional reason, Kajiyama fails 
to teach the arrangement of a rail bracket and a separate load support member, as required by 
claims 1 and 6. 

In view of the foregoing, it is respectfully submitted that the application is in 
condition for allowance. 



Respectfully submitted, 




FOLEY & LARDNER LLP 
Customer Number: 22428 
Telephone: (202) 672-5582 
Facsimile: (202) 672-5399 



Howard N. Shipley 
Attorney for Applicant 
Registration No. 39,370 
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